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HW, HR, : Washington Post story 30Nov72 on Soviet subs in Norwegian Ifjiord. 

I'm glad to have been able to see this denouement to the story, on 
which we kept a careful file for other purposes, and have not seen a 
comparable story elsewhere® 

FYI, initial interest here was related to the UFO problem, as the 
sparse reports printed here were so vague as to suggest a characteristic 
official coverup. Norway and Sweden were the scene of extensive overflights 
in 1946 of UFOs, the first reported following the appearance of the 
mysterious M foo fighters" that tailed Allied bombers over Germany and Japan 
during World War II* The 1946 Scandinavian sightings were explained 
officially as Allied scientists testing German rockets from Peenemunde 
on the Baltic. °oDie could have been, but not those travelling in 
different directions , hovering and exhibiting other un-rocketlike 
behavior. UFO; activity, moreover, never has been confined to the air, 
there having been many reports of their entering and leaving the ocean, 
operating under the ocean surface and so on, chiefly from the Antarctic 
and the South Seas. (See: Uninvited Visitors, by Ivan T. Sanderson, 1967; 
Cowles Education Corporation, 488 Madison Ave., N.Y.). 

As the story petered out in the local press, our file on this was 
sent to a UFO researcher and I more or less abandonded the idea that 
UFO activity was involved. The 30Nov72 Washington Post account 
persuades me that there remains only theoretical possibility of the 
incident having been anything more than of normal terrestrial activity. 

I see no reason against assuming the thrust of the Post story — that 
this was a couple of Soviet submarines on an excursion. The account is 
consistent and contains no internal contradictions until one gets toward 
the end, where the "best explanation" — that the Russian military were 
on an excursion of their own, presumably to wreck the Helsinki military 
security conference — fails to ring true, If that were it's purpose, 
the operation well could have been counter-productive, even f rom the 
Soviet military standpoint. The yarn refers to the "Pentagon masters 
of the U-2" out to undermine the Eisenhower-Khrusfohhev summit 12 years 
ago. The U-2 incident had that effect, but it was the CIA, not the 
Pentagon, which engineered it. So, the inference is available that this 
story originates at least in part with the CIA. 

As HW points out, other things were going on besides the Helsinki 
conference. At the time of the Sognefjiord incident, Nixon, who had 
tried unsuccessfully to get Moscow and Peking both to pressure the North 
Vietnamese into accepting harsher peace terms, had stalled on the peace 
Settlement Kissinger had agreed to in October and was upping his price 
for peace — in other, words „ demanding what amounted to Vietnamese 
surrender. We also know that all during the Novexmber negotiations , 
according to the North Vietnamese, Kissinger was threatening them with 
escalated bombing if they didn*t cave in. It materialized in December 
after the talks broke down in Paris. 

Rather than being a boviet military excursion to wreck the Helsinki 
conference, I would say it is far more probable that this was Moscow* s 
way of warning Nixon and his NATO allies — like Norway — what the 
possibilities could be if ihs Nixon didn*t quit# playing domestic politics 
with the Vietnamese question bind get to work on a real settlement. 

If it is true, as the story says and I doubt, that the idea of a 
boviet military excursion originated from boviet sources in other 
capitals, meaning diplomats, they would be merely putting the best face 
possible on a stupid adventure. I am inclined to doubt that any boviet 
diplomat ever suggested anything of the kind. The idea is too self- 
denigrating to be of boviet origin. (, / < jdw17jan73 


